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WELL-POSEDNESS AND BLOW-UP FOR AN
INHOMOGENEOUS SEMILINEAR PARABOLIC
EQUATION

MOHAMED MAJDOUB

ABSTRACT. We consider the large-time behavior of sign-changing solu-
tions of the inhomogeneous equation u; — Au = |z|*|ul? + {(t) w(z) in
(0,00) x RY  where N > 3, p > 1, a > —2, , w are continuous functions
such that ¢(t) ~ t7 ast — 0, ((t) ~ t™ as t — oo . We obtain local
existence for o > —1. We also show the following;:
e If m <0, p< %:g’;tg and fRN w(z)dx > 0, then all solutions
blow up in finite time;
e Ifm>0,p>1and f]RN w(z)dx > 0, then all solutions blow up in
finite time.

The main novelty in this paper is that blow up depends on the behavior
of ¢ at infinity.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study the global existence and blow up of solutions of the following
semilinear parabolic Cauchy problem
up — Au = |z|*ulP + ((t)w(x) in (0,00) x RY, (1.1)
u(0,z) = up(z) in RV, )
where N > 3, a € R, p > 1 and (,w are given functions. More specific
assumptions on f, ¢ and ug will be made later. We are interested in find-
ing the critical exponent which separates the existence and nonexistence of
global solutions of (1.1).
In the case ( =0 or w = 0, problem (1.1) reduces to

{ut — Au = [z[*ulP in (0,00) x RV,

u(0,z) = up(z) in RV, (1.2)

For nonnegative initial data, the solution of (1.2) blows up in finite time
if ug is sufficiently large. For arbitrary initial data uy > 0, we have the
following dichotomy:
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e ifa>—2and 1 <p <1+ 22, then every nontrivial solution u(t, z)
blows up in finite time;
eifa>-2p>1+ %'Ta and wg is sufficiently small, then u(t,z) is a
global solution
This result was proved by Fujita in [5] for a = 0, p # 1 + %, and by
Hayakawa in [6] for a =0, p =1+ % Later, Qi in [12] was able to prove
similar results for a wide class of parabolic problems including in particular
(1.2). See also [10]. The number pp := 14 2k2 is called the critical Fujita
exponent for problem (1.2).
Note that the case & = 0, { = 1 was investigated in [2]. It was shown, among
other results, that (1.1) has no global solutions provided that p < % and

/ w(z)dr > 0. Recently in [7], the authors consider (1.1) with o = 0 and

RN
¢(t) = t° where o > —1. They showed that the critical exponent is given by
Ho2s if —1<o0<0,
p'(o) =
00 if o> 0.

We refer the interested reader to the survey papers [3, 9]. See also [15, 16]
for related problems.

Our main motivation for the current work comes from the paper [7], where
the authors consider only the case where a = 0 and ((t) =t7, 0 > —1. We
will improve the results obtained in [7] by considering o > —2 and allowing
that ¢ behaves like t9,0 > —1 as t — 0 and like t"*,m € R as t — oco. For
simplicity of presentation, we shall restrict our attention to ¢ of the form

(2 if 0<t<l,
¢(t) = (1.3)
meoif > 1,
where o > —1 and m € R.
As is a standard practice, we study the local well-posedness of (1.1) via
the associated integral equation:

¢ ¢

u(t) = eug Jr/e(t_”A (I [*lu(m)P) dTJr/e(t_T)A (C(r)w) dr, (1.4)
0 0

where e*® is the linear heat semi-group. Using fixed point argument in

suitable complete metric space together with a recent smoothing estimate
proved in [1], we obtain the following existence results.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose N >3, -2 < a < 0, w € Cp(RY) := C(RV) N
L>®(RN) and ¢ is given by (1.3). Then, for any ug € Cp(RY), the Cauchy
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problem (1.1) has a unique mazimal Cpg-mild solution u on [0,T*) x RY
such that if T* < oo, then tlilgpl [w(t)[| oo vy = 00. Furthermore, if ug > 0
_) *

and w > 0, then the solution u is nonnegative.

For a > 0, we introduce as in [17] the function v(z) = (1 + |$|)f+1 and
define
C®Y) = { o e CRY); vpllze < o0

endowed with the norm

——

: (1.5)

el = llvellze- (1.6)

Theorem 1.2. Suppose N > 3, a > 0, w € C,(RY) and ¢ is given by
(1.3). Then, for any ug € C,(RY), the Cauchy problem (1.1) has a unique
mazimal classical solution u on [0,T*) x RN such that if T* < oo, then
T [fu()], = .

Concerning blow-up we separate the cases m < 0 and m > 0 as stated
below.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose N > 3, a > =2, m < 0,1 <p< 7%:22%4_'3 and

/ w(z)dr > 0. Then the Cauchy problem (1.1) has no global solutions.

RN

Theorem 1.4. Suppose N >3, a > —2, m >0, p > 1 and / w(z)dz > 0.

RN
Then the Cauchy problem (1.1) has no global solutions.

Remark 1.1.

(i) Unlike to [7] where the critical exponent is given in term of o, here
the critical exponent depends only on m which measures the behavior
of ¢ at infinity. Indeed, the behavior at 0 and the fact that o > —1
are needed only for the local existence.

(ii) The method apply for more general ¢ by assuming that ¢ : (0,00) —
(0,00) is continuous and

cot? as t— 0,
¢t) ~ (L.7)
Coo t™ as t — o0,
where ¢y, Coo >0, 0 > —1 and m € R.

(ili) For m < 0 and p > J=2242 " the mazimal solution u(t,z) of (1.1) is
global provided that ug and w are sufficiently small.
(iv) Similar results can be obtained for dimensions N = 1,2 by modifying

slightly the proofs. We omit the details here.
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The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some prelimi-
naries needed in the sequel such as smoothing effect for the heat semi-group.
The third section is devoted to the local existence for (1.1). Lastly, in Sec-
tion 3 we will focus on nonexistence of global solutions by proving Theorem
1.3 and Theorem 1.4. In all this paper, C' will be a positive constant which
may have different values at different places.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let e be the linear heat semi-group defined by e'® ¢ = Gy % ¢, t > 0,
where Gy is the heat kernel given by

2
||

Gi(x) = (47Tt)_N/2 e" 3, t>0, zeRY
Let, for v > 0, S, be defined as
S, (t)p = e'® (|-177¢), t>o. (2.8)

To treat the nonlinear term in (1.1), we use the following key estimate proved
in [1].

Proposition 2.1. Let N > 1 and 0 < v < N. For 1l < q,q2 < 0o such that

1 ot 1
— <Ly <, 2.9
2 N q (29)
we have
_E<L_L)_1
”Sfy(t)ﬁp”qz < Ct 2 \a @) 2 |olg, (2.10)

where C' > 0 is a constant depending only on N,v,q1 and qo.

Remark 2.1.

(i) For v =0, the estimate (2.10) holds under the assumption 1 < g1 <
g2 < 00. This is unlike to the case v > 0, where (2.9) enable us to
take g2 < q1.

(ii) As pointed out in [14], we may take q% =%+ qil, q1 < 00, g2 < 0
in (2.9).

The following Lemma will be useful in the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 2.1. Let v,k > 0. There exists a constant C = C(k,7y,N) > 0
such that, for all z € RN and X\ € [0, k], we have

/ el 1z —Ae)) T de<C(1+|2))77. (2.11)

RN
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Proof of Lemma 2.1. Define

A = {zeRN; ]a;—)\zlg%},

B = {ZGRN; |z — \z| >% }
Clearly (14 |z — Az|)”7 <27 (1+ |z|)” " for z € B. Hence
/ P (L jr—As) T de <22 (L4 J2) . (212)
B

|=|

For z € A we have |z| > 5. It follows that

/ e M4 jz—A) TV dz < / e 17 dz

A {Iz12 4]
o0
< ’SN_I‘/G_T TN_ldT
k]
2X
[e.9]
N-1 2 N-1 _lal?
< |8 ez T hdr | e 2.

Observe that when 0 < )\ < k,

2 2
|| ||

e & <e &2 <C(k,y) (1+|z])77.

Hence
/ e’ (14 |z = A2)) 7 dz < C(k,7, N) (1+|2))77. (2.13)
A

Combining (2.12) and (2.13), we obtain (2.11) as desired. O

We also recall the following singular Gronwall inequality proved in [4].

Proposition 2.2. Let v : [0,T] — [0,00) be a continuous function satisfying

W(t) < A+ M/ (tw_(TT))g dr, 0<t<T, (2.14)
0

where 0 < 0 <1 and A, M > 0 are two constants. Then

W(t) < A&, (Mm —9) t1_9> . 0<t<T, (2.15)
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where &, is the Mittag-Leffler function defined for all o > 0 by

[e.e]
Zn

&) =2 Thp T

3. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS

First we investigate the case —2 < a < 0 as stated in Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We first prove the unconditional uniqueness. Let
T > 0 and u,v be two Cp—mild solutions of (1.1). Owing to (1.4) and
(2.10), we infer

)2 @l < 0 [ (=) fu(r) el (IR + ) o
0

This together with the singular Gronwall inequality (see Proposition 2.2)
imply that u = v on [0,7] x RY. We turn now to the existence part. We
use a fixed point argument. We introduce, for any 7, M > 0 the following
complete metric space

Xz = {ue Cp((0,T] x RN); ||z < M},

where [lullr = sup [lu(?)[| Lo my). Set
0<t<T

t t

B(u)(t) = eDug + / =D (| @ y(r)[P) dr + / =D (¢(r) w) dr.

0 0
(3.16)

We will prove that the parameters T, M > 0 can be chosen so that ® is a
contraction map from X7 js into itself. Without loss of generality, we may
assume that 7" < 1. Let u € Xp . Noticing that —N < -2 < a <0,
o > —1, and owing to (2.10) and (1.3), we obtain that

o+1

[[wl(3-17)

t
t
[@(w)()ze < luollzee +C/(t—7)“/2\IU(T)||poodT+
oc+1
0

Tl+a/2 To+1
14+ a/2 - o+1

< ||u0HLoo + CMP

[[wl| o

Taking M > ||ug|/z and choosing T' > 0 small enough, we easily deduce
that ®(X7 a) € Xpa. To show that @ is a contraction we compute, for
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u,v € XT,M,

[@(u)(t) = @(@)(O)llL= < C/(t— )2 Jul(7)? = Jo(r) P || L= df3.18)
0

t
! / (t — )72 |u(r) — o(r)|| 1o dr
0
< OMp—lTl+a/2 ||U o 'UHTa

IN

where we have used
lla” — [b"] < a—b] (laf"~" +[pP~") .
It follows that
J®(u) — D)l < CMPTH2 [y — o]y (3.19)

From (3.19) we conclude that @ is a contraction for 7' > 0 sufficiently small.
This finishes the existence part. The blowup criterion can be shown in a
standard way by taking advantage of the fact that the local time of existence
depends on ||ug ||z for the choice M = 2||ug||z~. Finally, since e** preserve
the positivity, we easily deduce that u > 0 provided that ug, w > 0. O

Next, we turn to the case a > 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof of local existence follows from standard
fixed point argument in a suitable complete metric space. To this end, we
introduce

Yo = {u € LOO([O,T];C’,,(RN)); sup |u(t)]], < M }
0<t<T

endowed with the distance
d(u,v) = [[u —vllr = sup |[Ju(t) —v(t)|,.
0<t<T

Here M > 0 and 0 < T <1 to be fixed later. Define

I(t) = ePu,
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so that ®(u)(t) = I(t) + J(t) + K(t) where ® is given as in (3.16). We will
estimate separately the terms I(¢), J(¢) and K(¢). First we compute

w2
0@ = @)™ [ e 2wy,
RN
o2
< ol (amt) ™2 [ S ) dy,
RN
_N/2 —|2J2 B =
s HUOH,,/e <1+]az 2\/%2]) dy.
RN

By (2.11) with v = .23, one obtains
1T(t) ]l < Clluoll,, (3.20)

where C' is a positive constant depending only on «, p, N.
Next, we compute (for u € Y )

0@ = [ [ nt-m) o 5D 1 )P dy i,
0 RN

t
_Je—y|?
< m / / (dr(t — 7))~/ &R |2 ()P dy dr,
0 RN
t

IN

lz—y|2 o
M / / (dr(t — )N e i Ay (14 |y)) T dy | dr,

N

0
¢

< Mp/Cu_l(x)dT,
0

where we have used (2.11) in the last inequality. Therefore
13()), < CTM?, (3.21)

where C' is a positive constant depending only on «, p, N.



INHOMOGENEOUS PARABOLIC EQUATIONS 9

Let us now estimate the third term K. Using again (2.11) together with
(1.3), we get

Kow = [ [ tate—my2 o ¢ (rywiy) dy dr,
0 RN

a—yl?
< Jwl / _ / (n(t — 7)™ 5 vy dy | dr,
0 N
t1+0
< O Il @

It follows that
K@), < CT7Hjwl|,, (3.22)

where C' is a positive constant depending only on o, a, p, N.
Combining (3.20)-(3.21)-(3.22), we end up with

|®(w)||r < Cllugll, + CTMP + CT T Y|w]|,. (3.23)

Choosing M > C'||ugl|, and T sufficiently small such that C||ugl|, +CTMP+
CTH|wll, < M, we see that ®(Yr.u) C Y70

Now we show that ® is contractive. Let u,v € Y7 5. Arguing as above,
we obtain that

_ 1
1®(u) = @(v) |7 < CTMP™ flu — |z < 5 llu=vllr, (3.24)

for M > Cllug||, and T sufficiently small. This enable us to conclude the
proof of the existence part.

The uniqueness part follows easily from [17, Lemma 1.3, p. 559] when
applied to f(t, z,u) = |z|¥ulP + ((t)w(x).

Finally, let us turn to regularity. Since ( is continuous, w € C, C Cp
and u € L>®((0,7T),Cp), standard regularity results for parabolic equations
([13, Appendix B| and [8]) guarantee that u is a classical solution. O

4. NONEXISTENCE OF GLOBAL SOLUTIONS

We will focus in this section on blow-up results stated in Theorem 1.3
and Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let u be the maximal solution defined on [0, 7%) x RV
and suppose that T* = oco. In order to obtain a contradiction we use the
so-called test function method. See for instance [2, 11]. Let’s choose two
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cut-off functions f, g € C°°([0, 00) such that 0 < f,g <1,

1 i 1/2<7T<2/3,
f(r) = { (4.25)
0 if 7€]0,1/4]U[3/4,00),
and
1 if 0<r<1,
g(r) = { (4.26)
0 if T>2

For T' > 0, we introduce ¢ (t, z) = fr(t) gp(z), where

o = (r(8)
i = (o))

Multiplying both sides of the differential equation in (1.1) by %, and inte-
grating over (0,7) x RY we find

T T
| [t wpordzars [ [ cowinvrdedes [ untapir.o) ds
0 RN 0 RN

RN
T T
= —//uA¢dedt—//u8t¢Td:Edt, (4.27)
0 RN 0 RN
T T

IN

//|u| |A¢T|dwdt+/ / (| |yt da dt.
RN RN

0 0

Noticing that f(0) = 0, we get

/ uo(z)Yp(0,2) dx = 0. (4.28)

RN
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Next, applying Young inequality, we get

T

T
| [ wtalisveolda = [ [ iaieriuo?ol-om s do

0 RN
1 T

< 5//]az\o‘\u]prda;dt (4.29)
0 RN
A 1

v cof / 27T A 7T 7T da
0

= / / 2|* [ufP oy dedt + CT 2 7T,

where we have used (4.25), (4.26) and

2

Agr)l <2 (s (%))

Similarly, we obtain that

T

/ / (el 00| durdt < 5 / / j2[® [ul? ¥y de dt + CT' 7 5165,
(4.30)
Plugging estimates (4.27), (4.28), (4.29) and (4.30) together, we find

/ / C(Ow(@) p(t, o) dedt < CT 2 7173560, (4.31)

To conclude the proof we have to find a suitable lower bound of the left
hand side in (4.31). For this purpose, we use (1.3) to write (for 7' > 2)

//{ x) Yp(t,x)dedt > //C x) Yp(t,x) dedt

T/2 RN
T p_
t\r-1
> / t"™ f <T> dt /w(m)gT(a;) dx
T/2 N
>

crmtl / w(x)gr(x) de.
RN

(4.32)
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Since w € L' and g(z) — g(0) = 1 as T — oo, we obtain by the dominated
convergence theorem that

/w x) gy (z da:—) w(z)dx > 0.
]RN

Hence, for T sufficiently large, we have

[ wegr@de = 5 [ wia)ds
RN RN

Recalling (4.31), we end up with

/ w(z)de < CT? ™ -, (4.33)

N-—"2m+a«

Noticing that p < {F=5-""3

and letting T to oo in (4.33), we get

R{ w(z)dz < 0.

This is obviously a contradiction and the proof is complete. O

Remark 4.1. The main novelty in this proof is the new lower bound (4.32)
using only the parameter m instead of o. This illustrate that the blow up
depends on the behavior of C at infinity.

Proof of Theorem 1./. We employ the same argument as in the proof of
Theorem 1.3 with a different test function. For ¢ > 0 small enough, we set

pr(t,x) = fr(t) g(e |z*),

where f, g are given by (4.25)-(4.26). Similar computations as above yield

/ w(z)dr < C (T_m—i-T_m_ﬁ). (4.34)

RN

Noticing that m > 0 and letting 7" to infinity, we get

R[ w(z)dz <0.

This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.4. U
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